
WAS IINGTON MY,TP,'01:0J-JTTA:N AREA

WAS1 NG`i'^?1 , D. C.

ORDER NO. 1217

IN TII) MATTER OF s Served June 6, 1972

Investigation of A. B. & W. ) Docket No. 244

Trans i.t Company Route 18. )

Order No. 11.98, issued February 9, 1972, granted Alex-
andria, Barcroft and Washington Transi t Company (A. B. F. W . )
Application No. 745 for, ar oncg other things, authority to
change and extend Route 18 operations in West Spring:weld,
Virginia.

Since the inception of Route 18, service in Wes L.
field has taken the form of a loop U:1Airoug12
re:ciion , n°^ceed5.tic aver Greeley )3ou l_eva--d and Car) I ei q,'; P :r k
way. App] icatior No. 7 4.5 pr.. o r;osed to seer ve. new l1 LCD [] ene i.``t° /

dcv 1O^?:iem c."Iun j Forr 'stc'.L Boulevard by diverb_t.ng Route 1%';
from Car r I e 7..C;h Park way a t i ts j unct i on w i th For r e o Le..jr and

proceeding c)- "-- F r:recite :i: %o Rolling Road and then r eSUi1"i-i.ng

its established -ou.t.e. Opposition to that was
e>pressed by r'1_da,;.,-s from the section of C.a.rrlcigj'b Parkwey

which would to , --- service, and A. B. & N. amsnded its appl_i-c,a._
t.:i_on to route service up Forrester 13oulevard as originally
proposed, but then to return to Carrlei_gh Parkway via Ota.kfor
Drive, Roxbury Avenue and Winslow Avenue (O-•R--W) . The appl ica-•

ti.on, as amended, was approved by Order No. 1198.

On March 8, 1972, an applicatri-on for reconsid eration of

Order No. 1198 was filed !-)y Tho s I:ereete on b^hialf of a

residents seeking adjus'tme'nt of the chancjad Route, 18. Th:)"i:

application was denied by Order r" C). 1286, served ?'March 5, 19722.

However, in View of the p)ubi_ic concern o :'] bus se, rvi.or tli:is

area, we did institute , in Order ]^'fo. 120;;. en i.r%7r rsti_c;.

the O -W JC))- L1 c)n of Route 18), arnd set a 1)11U is heal it

March 2/, 1-972, to consider- alterative buts routes with n

Cardinal_ ores L-Walden Glen a ea .
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Opposition to the route as it now exists corms mainly
from persons living on Oakford Drive, Roxbury Avenue and Win-

slow Avenue TI-A--y have asserted that these streets are not

satisfactory for bus transportation and that superior alternate

routes exist.

Proposed alternate routes include the Forrester-Rolling

route originally proposed, a return to the Carrleigh Parh a y

service as it existed before Application No. 745 was filed;

use of the Qucenston Street loop as a turn-around off For

rester and back to Carrleigh Parkway, and the Forrester--

Rolling route with a detour at Traford Lane to return to

Carrleigh.

At hearing, it became : apparent that none of the pro-

posed routes, was without disadvantage.

The Commission staff had conducted a thorough inv stiga-

t.i_on of the area, including examination of all };ossibl route

configurations in the area. It found:

(a) The O - R-W streets are somewhat narrow an :3 hilly with
seve ral turns , but no worse than s imilar streets over Which

bus operations are safely conducted . it had con'tacte.dl th_

Virginia Highway Department Wwhich also certified these streets

suitable for bus use. Particular problem areas included a. small

park on Roxbury Avenue and a portion of Oakford Drive in poor

repair. The streets , however , were entirely residential and
most homes had off street parking, thus giving the. buses adequat:e

maneuverabil ity. Traffic was generally light with visibility

suffic ient for operation at lawful speed limits.

(b) The Forrester-Rolling route would eri.ae^;l.^T incon-
venience residents near Carrleigh; Parkway, but would ad uately

serve the largest number of citizens in the area.

(c) rt'h-; d^e:tour from that route over T'rE>fo:rd Lane wr,w()uld
be unduly ti_rmm:_^ consuming due to traffic on Rollin Road.

(d) The turn around on Queenston, through a hi_ca'ih density

to`anhous development with heavy on-street parking, c; : u c be
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unfeasible as buses would have difficulty maneuvering and
traffic delays could be expected.

(e) The former route along Carrleigh Parkway would be
unacceptable as it. would not give adequate service to the
large. number of residents along Forrester Boulevard.

A. B. & W. reiterated its desire to serve the residents
near Forrester Boulevard and submitted passenger counts show-
ing that substantial ridership had been generated in that
area in the short time that the new route had been in use.
Those counts also showed that as of February 14, 7.972-, 22 per-
sons were boarding and alighting in the O-R-W corridor itself.
Finally, they showed significant patronage continued to use
service on Carrleigh Parkway. The company further expressed
its belief that the current route was best. able to serve the
bus riding public in the area in question, and that the O-R"W
corridor was adequate for bus travel.

Residents from the O-R-W area who appeared at the hearing
strongly opposed the existing route. They emphasized the hilly,
winding nature of the streets and cesti_fied that severe]. danger
spots, in particular twisting roadways beyond the crest of hills,
existed. They presenteel posed photographs to show the difficulties::
of maneuvering when on-street parking existed, with particular
reference to the environs of a local park which has no off-street
parking. Finally, they argued that the buses had greatly aggravate
road condition problems and that they constituted a large unneces-
sary increment of heavy vehicles to inadequate residential streets.

The staff found that the O-R-W corridor was suitable for
transit buses and recommended that strictly from a transportation
engineering point of view the route along O-R-W.should by retained.
However, it suggested an additional possible alternative to the.
existing route. It proposed splitting Route 18 operations with
approximately t,vo-thirds to serve the Forrester-Carrleigh Parkway
service. This proposal had several possible drawbacks. First, it
would reduce frequencies for all passengers. Second, there are
people living on or near the present route who have communicated
to us their preference for retention of the status quo. They
argue that non-bus riders should not prevent provision of the
,most attrac'ci,ve bus service possible, and that the present route
has been bui.1-ding ridership steadily. We agree with the i mpo?-^ =,. ,e
of making hue service as attractive a 17 poossible, an'd Vd,- r a.tl. :`.

that the proposed route chance: would servi ce c: c m 4r A e
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convenient for some current riders, but we believ^e that as
adjusted, the service will remain convenient for Walden Clen
residents and attractive to possible future patrons as well.

Another objection to this route split lies in the nature
of Rolling Road itself. Rolling Road is a divided four lane

main arterial with heavy traffic and no pedestrian crossing
s ignals . Both A. I3. & W. and members of the ' gene al_ public

have spot- ern of the difficulty for prospective p.asseng-r_in
crossing Rolling Road. We do not believe, however, that this

is an insurmountable problem. Numerous school children
presently cross Rolling Road in this area to attend West
Springfield High School.

Finally, there was testimony concerning advantages of

frequent service over a base route in order to attract and

maintain ridership. While acknowledging that. a :=split route

can in fact 1-iave disadvantages, we must state t.,Z ;f e da riot

believe this dcfi.ciency to be debilitating. routes

in the Washington Metropolitan area are presently rt, c ,iu11.1r

operating with less service than either of the cwo lee . ug.-•

gested by the staff which would have an l.Iv. peak scl.r_; 3?1e of

seven trips along Carrlei_gh Parkway between 6:30 and 7:50 and

14 trips over Forrester Boulevard be twe n 6'1.5 and €3 :25 .

A more serious problem would be i.r_ the varying destina-

tions of service. In order to establish a consistent method

for splitting the service, the staff xecomTended that all the

Farragut Square express buses be sent via. Forrester and all

the local buses destined for 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue

precede-via Carrleigh Parkway.. In addition, the two South-

west Mall express buses would go via Carrleigh while service

to the Pentagon would be split between the, two routes. This

would deprive Carrleigh Parkway residents of direct. service

to the Farragut Square employment area. Adequate service to

both, Washington and the Pentagon would remain, however, and

we believe that routing the express service via th higher

density Forrester--Rolling route is proper.

The record in this case was held open for a week after

the hearing for interested parties to attempt to co-nproiiiise

the issues involved. Within that period, the Northern Virginia
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Transportation Commission, which had previously supported the

existing route although it had suggested rerouting no-ci-r1.ish

hour service off communicated to us its support of the

split routing proposal of the staff. We respect the aims and

opinions of that Commission, which is sponsoring the express

service on Route 18, and we too find that the split route

proposal, as prc-sente: by the. stuff will provide convenient

service for the residents in the Cardinal Forest - Walden Glen

area. The staff trip designations and schedule adjustments

for the A.M. peak period appear sound and we shall instruct

the staff to meet with A. B. & W. officials to coordinate the

adjustment of evening service along those lines.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the Alexandria, Barcroft and Washington Transit

Company Route 18 be, and it is hereby, to cease operations on

Oakford Drive, Roxbury Avenue and Winslow Avenue in West Spring--

field, Virginia, Effective July 3, 1972.

2. That A].exanclria, Barcroft and Washington Transit
Company Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity No.

11 be, and it is hereby, amended by incorporating Thirteenth

Revised Page 15, cancelling Twelfth Revised Page 15, attached

hereto'and made a part hereof, effective July 3, 1972.

3. That Alexandria, Barcroft and Washington Transit

Company Route 18 he split in West Springfield, Virginia, with

Farragut Square express buses serving Forrester Boulevard and

Downtown Terminal local buses serving Carrleigh Parkway, as

described in this order. The Commission staff and company

management shall jointly plan the operation of this adjusted

routing.

4. That the Commission staff contact appropriate Virginia

State Highway officials concerning the need for pedestrian traf-.

fic signals on Rolling Road.

BY DIRECTION OF : IE COtiMISSIOLv :

E
D"AIC,. J^ t CfT TI lPf'?, [R ^,
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Ccoi C. i SQi"t ))rift:, OcCl: S0€L li -JL ;C vou 1)I ive to junco on

Westsidu Suu h }'o-ar 12H1 Ra.n drive, thence ov er Westside Soath
Four Mile Run Drive to juc.cL-ion Virginia 113_gify;aay No. 244
(Columm]bia Pike ) and return over the same route.

No. 115 From junction Virginia 7Iighway No. 23'5 (Dune Street) and Brad-
dock Road, over Braddoct: Road to junction So:ithhampcon Drive,
thence over Southhampton Drive to junction Parliament Drive,
thence over Parliament Drive to junction Rolling Road; t.hence
over Rolling Road to junctio B_^a'idoci Road, thence over Bead
do. Road to junction Twinb; ook Road, thence over Twinhrook
Road to junctio-n Pt ce`t Roa , thence over Pickett Road to
juuct .on -Bra.idoek Road and return over the same route.

No. I DS F.roa junction Colun1bia Pike and •'iaple St-ee ;t, over Maple
Street to junction Anna adal Road , thence o ver Anoe : i:3=_nl.e R---;l
to junction Virginia Highway No. 236 a.)d ret urn ove r the
sa:a,^ route.

No. 117 From junction Telegraph Road and Willouood Lane, thence over
Willowood Lane to junction Appletree Drive, thence over Apple-
tree Drive to junction Rose 11111 Drive and
same route.

return over the

No. 118 From junction Jefferson Davis Highway and ramp to Virginia High-
way No. 233, East, right on ramp and via overpass Route No. 233,
East to Abingdon Drive, thence over Abingdon Drive to Warehouse
Road, thence over Warehouse Road to T-7 service road, thence
over T-7 service road to Abingdon Drive, thence over Abingdon
Drive to Smith Boulevard, thence over Smith Boulevard to Abingdon
Drive, thence over Abingdon Drive to Virginia Highway 233, thence
over Virginia Highway 233 to Jefferson Davis Highway and return
over the same route.

No. 119 From junction South Walter Reed Drive and South Four Mile Run
Drive, over South Four Mile Run Drive to junction South 16th
Street and return over the same route.

*No. 120 From junction Keene Mill Road and Hanover Avenue, thence over
Keene Mill Road to junction Greeley Boulevard , thence over,,
Greeley Boulevard to junction Carrleigh Parkway , thence over
Carrleigh Parkway to junction Forrester Boulevard , thence over
Forrester Boulevard to junction Rolling Road, thence over Rolling
Road to junction Greeley Boulevard, thence over Greeley Boulevard
to Keene Mill Road and return over the same route.

'No, 120A From junction Carrleigh Parkway and Forrester Boulevard, thence
over Carrleigh Parkway to junction Keene Mill Road, thence over
Keene Mill Road to junction Rolling Road and return over the same
route.

THIRTE1 NTh REVISED PAGE 15
C.^NCELS TOELETH REVISED PAGE 15
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